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defence of Aristotle (and myself) I will only say that, so far 
as my experience goes, a mental image or idea of a movement 
alone cannot, as a matter of fact, cause me to make that move- 
ment ; else why does such a mental image or idea so often deter 
me from making the movement? Moral education would be 
an easier thing than it is if it were only necessary to supply 
mental pictures of right actions, and not also to mould the 
feelings. If it be said that ideas have of themselves " an im- 
pulsive quality," that is only to use the word " idea" to cover 
a complex state which contains desire in it. 

David G. Ritchie. 
Jesus College, Oxford. 

PRINCIPLE OF CLASSIFICATION OF RECENT ETHICAL WRITERS. 

With regard to a criticism made by my reviewer in the July 
number (Vol. III., pp. 535, 536), I should like to say just a word. 

The criticism in question had reference to the principle on 
which my selection of the authors considered in Part I. of my 
" Review of Evolutional Ethics" was made. The selection is, 
as Professor Royce states, a difficult one. Indeed, if " Evolu- 
tional Ethics" is to include all writers who have taught the 
reality of a progressive movement in human society, a work 
on the subject could scarcely draw a line at any point, since, 
even if one goes back as far as early Greek philosophy, one 
finds some recognition of such a movement. Again, it is cer- 
tainly a fact that our modern distinctively biological theory of 
evolution has unconsciously affected all modern thought, even 
where it is not consciously received ; so that its influence 
can often be distinguished even in the works of writers who 
verbally repudiate it. However, although exact classification 
is difficult in all cases, and particularly so with regard to 
thought, of whose evolution we are ourselves the observers, 
so that no missing links leave us convenient gaps of division ; 
yet, in disagreement with Professor Royce, I am of the opin- 
ion that there may be other principles of classification than 
the one represented by the title " Recent Ethical Idealists." 
This is not, at least, my title ; and in making my selection I 
endeavored to adhere to the principle involved in the latter — 
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that is, to choose such authors as not only have left behind 
older metaphysical methods, but also show in their work a 
distinct acceptance of the theory of a biological evolution, 
with all its consequences, in the region of morals. I am unable 
to class Paulsen as one of these ; and Wundt's repudiation of 
the theory of heredity in morals places him at once definitely 
and completely outside my list, since it renders his theory 
merely one of human progress, cutting it off from connection 
with the biological idea. Stephen, on the other hand, dis- 
tinctly receives and recognizes the broader biological form of 
theory, even makes some definite use of it in ethics, and, 
though he is especially occupied with another side of the 
social problem, exhibits in his work, as a whole, the influence 
of this acceptance. The like may be said, I think, of the work 
of Alexander, who, indeed, makes continual application of 
Darwinian concepts to the moral evolution. I have stated 
in the preface to my book my reasons for. analyzing Gizycki's 
" Moralphilosophie." This is, perhaps, the most doubtful of 
all the books I have considered in Part I. ; but Professor Von 
Gizycki himself gives me, in earlier works of his, a right 
to believe in his acceptance of Darwinian ideas, the fruits of 
which appear to me continually and strongly exhibited in the 
" Moralphilosophie." If, on the surface, the latter seems to 
afford no greater evidence of the influence of biological ideas 
of evolution than many other recent books on ethics, this, I 
think, is due chiefly to its intentionally popular character ; and 
the internal evidence appeared to me, on the other hand, suffi- 
cient to place it on my list. 

I trust that I have at least made plain that my principle of 
selection was not " sectarian." I fancy that with the title 
" Recent Ethical Idealists" selection would be even more dif- 
ficult than under my own title. 

C. M. Williams. 

[Note. — The name that I proposed for the inclusive class containing the 
evolutional ethical writers was "Ethical Realists," not "Idealists." — Josiah 
Royce.] 



